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Purpose of Call
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Review requirements for National Water
Program Measures WQ-10 and SP-12.

Review progress to date.

Identify barriers that are preventing us from
highlighting more successes in Oregon.
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USEPA Strategic Plan - 2015 National
Water Program Guidance Measures

o WQ-10 Measure: Primarily NPS-impaired
waters that are partially or fully restored
thanks to restoration.

o SP-12 Measure: Impaired waters that are
improved by using the watershed
approach.

For detailed descriptions of each measure, see
http://water.epa.gov/resource performance/planning/FY-
2015-NWPG-Measure-Definitions-Water-Quality.cfm
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How are the NPS Success Stories
Classified for EPA’s Web Page?

Water: MOnpoint Source SUCcess Stories. )
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View completed WQ-10 Success Stories at
http://water.epa.gov/polwaste/nps/success319
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WQ-10: What Qualifies as
“Fully Restored?”

o Waters that were previously primarily NPS-
impaired now meet all designated uses/water
quality criteria

o Scale: Waterbodies/segments on the state’s
impaired waters list
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WQ-10: What Qualifies as
“Partially Restored?”

o After restoration efforts, either of the following
two conditions are met:
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A waterbody meets the criteria for one or more
pollutants that had been identified as causes of

impairment on the state’s impaired waters list/section
303(d) list, or

A waterbody fully supports one or more uses that had
been impaired (but remains impaired for other
uses/pollutants).
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WQ-10: Other Key Requirements
Needed to Qualify

o Waters must be:

Moved from integrated report category 4 or 5 to
category 1 or 2 as a result of primarily NPS
restoration efforts.

Included on the state’s impaired waters list in 1998
or after.

Either already removed from the impaired waters
list, or data show the water meets standards and
therefore the state intends to remove it during the
next listing cycle.
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If a Waterbody Doesn’t Qualify as
Fully/Partially Restored under WQ-10

You May Still Report Your Success:

1. Waters showing measurable progress
You have data showing improvement

2. Waters showing ecological restoration

Waterbody had water quality problems but was
not listed as impaired (e.g., invasives)
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SP-12: What Qualifies?

1. SP-12 documents water quality improvement
on a 12-digit hydrologic unit code* level.

2. One or more waters in that HUC-12 must
have been listed as impaired (in category 4
or 5).

3. Improvement is due to a watershed
approach.

* May receive partial credit for smaller watersheds
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What is a “Watershed Approach?”

Is focused on hydrologically defined areas

@)

- May be smaller or larger than the HUC-12 level
- Involves key stakeholders

- Uses an iterative planning or adaptive
management process to address priority water
resource goals

o Uses an integrated set of tools and programs
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SP-12: Reporting Options

Three options to report improvement:

1.0ption 1: fully restoring one or more impaired
uses on at least 40% of impaired waters in the
HUC 12 watershed*, OR

2.0ption 2a: statistical improvement, OR

3.0ption 2b: weight of evidence of improvement

* As shown through the removal of the waterbody/ pollutant
combination from categories 4 or 5.
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Key Differences: WQ-10 vs. SP-12

WQ-10 SP-12

Geographic | A waterbody on state’s | Watershed (HUC-12 geographic
Scale impaired waters/section | unit or regionally-defined area)
303(d) list (segment
size is defined by
state’s Integrated

Report)
Water Waterbody is fully or (1) One or more impairment
Quality partially restored* causes removed for at least

40% of impaired waters* OR
(2) evidence of improvement

Outcome

*as shown by moving or proposing to move
waterbody/pollutant from category 4 or 5 based on data
showing restoration.
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Key Differences (cont'd)

WQ-10 SP-12
Restoration Must be as a result of |Impairment removed due to:
Required? actual nonpoint source | (1) restoration activities OR
restoration efforts (2) hew monitoring data show
recovery.
How Must primarily be a Watershed approach must be
Restoration nonpoint source used and documented
Occurred restoration activity
Reporting/ Requires a HQ- Requires use of a reporting
Documentation | @PProved NPS Success | template
Story to count as a
success
Listing Waterbody must have | One or more waters in the
Requirements been listed as hydrologic unit must have
impaired in or after been listed as impaired.
1998/2000 cycle.
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Identifying Candidates for
WQ-10 and SP-12
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Need monitoring data

Need information about best management
practices or restoration efforts
implemented in the watershed

Most common pollutants highlighted in WQ-
10 and SP-12 stories are:

Bacteria
Sediment/Turbidity

Nutrients
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SP-12 Submissions

o Doing well with SP-12 because data exist that
show improvement.
Wilson River (1 watershed, Jan 2010)
Bear Creek (6 watersheds, Oct 2010)
Tillamook River (2 watersheds, June 2011)
Tualatin River (20 watersheds, Feb 2012)
Kilchis River (1 watershed, April 2013)

Data for these were provided by outside parties:
Wilson/Tillamook/Kilchis: Tillamook Estuary Partnership
Bear Creek: Rogue Valley Council of Governments

Tualatin River: Clean Water Services
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WQ-10 Submissions

o Doing less well because waters are not being
removed from the impaired waters list.
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Diamond Lake (2008) is the only “Fully Restored”
story. s

Story said “to be removed
from impaired waters list in
2010,” but the assessment
database still lists the water in
category 4a (impaired but
with a TMDL).

LASAR data is outdated.
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WQ-10 Making Progress Stories

o We've developed several "Making Progress”
stories based on data showing improvement:

- Wilson River (2010)
- Bear Creek (2011)
- Tualatin River (2012)

o These can be used for education/outreach.
- Bill Meyers from DEQ said in a January 2014 email:

“"The 3 years since we worked on this have just flown by
but the usefulness of success stories has done nothing if
not increase. I still use the Bear Creek story in discussions
all the time.”
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Bear Creek Makes Progress
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Tualatin River Makes Progress
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Barriers to Reporting Success?

o Lack of data? Data collection/analysis barriers?

o Policy-related barriers? Why are waters not
being delisted?

o Is it difficult to match up water quality
improvement with restoration work?

o Hesitant to declare success because watershed
stakeholders might think work is done?

o Afraid that future data might show problem has
reoccurred?
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Next Steps?

o How can we move forward?

ED_001135_00017742 EPA_002868



